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COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20348

843

FEB 24 197N

Mrs. luella 3., Howerd
Authorized Certifying Officer
Department of Housing and Urban Development

Dear Mrs. Howards

Ve refer to your letter dated November 9, 1970, vith enclosures,
requesting our decision as to whether a travel voucher in favor of
Nr. Ilmars Dergmanis eould be properly certified for payment. By letter
dated December 18, 1970, we advised you that a decision could not be
rendered in the ebsence of a further explanation of the reclalim voucher.
In e meaorandum dated Janusry T, 1971, Mr. Bergmsnils whose officlal sta-
tion is Chicago, Illinoia, fwrvished us with additional inforwatiom.

Ve were informally sdvised by your office that Mr. Bergmanis was
elloved per diem for 11 1/2 deys on the origizal voucher in which he
claimed 1% 3/k days, His reclsin is for the difference of 3 1/k days.
He indicated in his lwtter to our Office that the days in question are
July 2, 3, &, and 5. The last two of those daya (Saturday snd Sunday)
were nomvorkdays, and we presuse July 3 was also & nonworkdsy {holiday)
for loye% :bou basic workvees 1s Monday through Fridsy. 5 U.S.C.
6103%(1). . Bergmanis stated that he 4id not return to his officlal
station during the nonworkdays but went on a trip at personal expense to
Toronto, Canada. /

The Standardized Covernment Travel Regulstions, peragreph 6.3, pro-
vide in part as follows: ,

"as traveler will be considered to be in subsistence
status on nonvork days unless be returns %o his official
station or place of abode from which he commutes dsily to
nis official station, or unless such nouvork Qay is izme~
diately preceded and followed by leave of abzence: Provided,
That per diem in lfeu of subsistence may not be peid Toxr
aore then 2 nonwork dsys where the leave Of absence 1s
{mmediately preceded and followed by nonwork dey(s).”

This language requires the termiration of subsistence status only
vhen the above conditions exist., Here the claimant did not retwn to his
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place of abode or official statios nor vere the nomworkdays ilwmedigtely
preceded and followed by a leave of ebsence. Thus, and since there s
oo shoving thet the claimant was required to return to his official sta-
tion-on nonworkdaye, payment of per diem for July 3, %, and S appesr
proper.

Mr. Bergmanis states that he "had a full day off ap July 3rd becsuse
of the overtime earned some other tims.” However, aince July 3 was a non-
vorkday 1t 1s passidvle that he is referring to July 2 (Thuﬂ&hy) which was
& regularly scheduled workdey. Further information is therefo needed
to determine his entfitlament, if any, o per dien for July 2. ¢ In this

"Fractioual legve of absence wvholly vithin a day,
vhare for half of the reseribed working hours or less,
vill bde disregarded for sudsistence purposes; where it
exceeds half of the prescribed working hours no subsis-
tence will de allowed for the day.”

mthbuuotmmtmmthmlmﬁmlanuchermy
be certified for paymont in the amount of $60. An sdditional amount may
poesibly be due upon your obtaining additional information from
Mr, Bergmanis comeerning July 2.
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msth 1% Sincerely yours,
zveb Igznol3ser?
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RF.KELLER

Assistant Cozptroller General
of the United States






